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- DSP Any have Writs 
g ten of the Sin 
ag ainſt the Ho- 
oY ” Ghoſt.and in 

fining or def | 
cribing of it,fol- 
| low their own zealous conceits , 
. and not the Canon of Holy Scrip- 
| tures. The more dreadful t 
| Sinis, the more fearful we Rh 
| be, in charging it upon any ſpe- 
| cial crime , |or particular perſon. 

In defining a ſin of ſo heynous a ' 

nature , direct andevident proof E. 
A-'4 from | 
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from Scriptyre is requiſite.[t is not 
_ envtgh-to conſider, (as many. do) 
what ſins are moſt deſperate and 
deadly,and xtherefare\to;tontlule 
{ach 'ſiris are againſt the. Holy 
Ghoſt: Thus indeed the Cchool- 
men have done , who have made 

ſi « differences of this ſin, 
©, without any ground or 
warrant from Ecripture for ſo-do- 
ng. And Bellaroune 1 is ſo liberal 
in beſtowing on ſuch as he calls 
| Hezeticks, that his opinion is,that 
a Man can ſcarce be a learned Pro- 
feſtant, without committing the ſin 
againſt the Holy Ghoſt.” Neither 
are the Papiſts the only Men that 
are miſtaken about this fin : but 
roo many Divines of the Refor-' 
med Churches, have ſtarted aſide 
from the Fcripture, and have gi- 
yen us ſuch'intricate and contra- 


thy dictory 


V. in fine, 


apainft-the Holy Gooſe. > 
diQory.definitions.of this ſin ,: as 
tend: ohly/to the perplexing the: 
tender Confciencesof weak Chris 
ſtians. "To make good this'Cen« 
fure , L will biiefly ſer down {a 
much towching this-fin, ' as Icons 
ecive is. warranted by the Word 
of 'God,, 'and; hiynbly ſubmit tc 
the judgment of the Learned. \! - 
'Fhe -Blaſ phemy- againſt the 
Holy Ghoſt,: was an.evil ſpeaks 
ing of, or dlandering of the Mis 
racles which our Saviour did, by 
' thoſe, who: though thoy were ccins 
vinced by the Miracles;to believe 
that ſuch Works could: nat be 
done, but by the power of God, 
yet they did malkzouſly lay, they 
' were wrought by 'the power' at 
_ Devil. | 
._ In this! Deinition, theſe + points 
_ areolfſervable. | 1 | wa. 
A 3 T. '1 


Of the STN 

\.T. I forbear tocall it the ſin 
againſt the Holy Ghoſt , but the 
Blaſphemy ; A though every 
Blaſphemy be a ſin in-general, 

yet our Saviour Chriſt, terms it 
the Blaſphemy. And the Evan- 
geliſts do all agree, to oive it the 
fame term:and 'tisnow,here in ho- 
ly Scripture called the ſin againſt 
the Holy Ghoſt;and yet it appears 
both in St. Mathew and St.Mark, 
that there was juſt occaſion offe- 
red to our Saviour to call it ſo ; 
where he compares it with the 
fin againſt the Son of Man ; but 
he forbears to call it any thing : 
bue the Blaſphemy 3; thereby, no 
doubt, to teach us, it conſiſteth 
only in curſed ſpeaking and Blaſ- 
pheming. A ſerious conſtde- 
ration of this point , -may teach 
Ns ſo much moderation, as to 


confine = | 


againſt the Holy Ghoſt. 5 
confine our ſelves to' that term 
which our faviour -1n the three, 
Evangeliſts hath preſcribed unto 
us. I cannot find that any Man 
that hath writ upon; this Argu- 
ment , hath made any obſervati-' 
ON, Or noted this phraſe and term. 
uſed by the Evangelilts;, 1n pro 
nouncing\ the dreadiul ſentence 
of our Saviour againft; the- Blaſ- 
phemy of the Holy Ghoſt, I 
will cite theſe Texts , whore i 
is named, Math, 12. 31. Wi 
3 29 Luke I2 10. 

* 2. A ſecond. Obſervation is , 
That Blaſphemy is a ſpeaking 
againſt another, as both 5t. Ma- 
thew and Sr. Luke expound the 
word , for in the Original , it is 
a blaſting the Fame , or blaming 
of another ; for from the Greek 
word Bazapyutw both the F reueh 
| A + Nation 


6 - Of .the SIN 
Nation and'our Engliſh by con- 
traction” have made the w a 
blame. | 
3. To paſs from the Name to 
the Thing: it ſelf, we may obſerve 
by the clicvecice of the Texts; 
that Blaſphemy againſt the Holy 
Ghoſ?, was ſpoken of .by our Sa- 
viour , concerning the Scribes 
and- Phariſees. It was (faith S*. 
Mark) becauſe the Phariſees ſaid; 
he had an unclean ſpirit , aid 
that he caſt out Devils by Belze- 
bub, @&vc. This ſpeech of the 
Phariſces , whereby they ſlande- 
| red his Miracles , wrought b! 

. the power of the. Holy Ghoſt, 
_ ts properly the Blaſphemy apainſt | 
the Holy Ghoſt. How tranſcen- 
dent a crime it was, to traduce 
that power vy which our Saviour 
wrought hs Miracles, may ap- 

_ pear 


againſt rpe; Holy Gboſt. 7 
pear ,- from” the end for which 
theſe Miracles were wrought ; 4 
which was, to prove to the peo- 
ple that ſaw them , that he was 
the Meſſias;which 1s evident. from 
the places of Scripture, wherein 
he appealed to his works;1 o Fob; 
37-38. 14+ Job. 11, 11. Math, 
4+ 4. Fob. 29. Thefe and other 
places ſhew , that .the' working 
of Miracles , wasan at of the 
moſt . glorious manifeſtation of 
the power of God , by which at 
the firſt view, the ſim pleſt peo» 
ple were led by their outward 
ſenſe, to the great myſtery of 
inward Faith in Chriſt their Re- 
deemer. 

Therefore, for thoſe men 1 that 
were eye-witneſles of thoſe Mi- 
racles which did make them know 
that Chriſt was a Teacher come 
from 


8 Of te SIN © 
from God , to Blaſpheme that 
power, by which thefe Miracles 
were wrought, and to ſay they: 
were done by the help of the De- 
vil, was the moſt ſpightful and 
maliciviis ſtander that could be 
invented ; for thereby they at- 
tempted, as much as in them lay, 
to deſtroy the very principles. of 
Faith , and to prevent-rhe very 
firſt | propagation of the Goſpel , 
to the univerſal miſchief of all 
| Mankind. And ' though theſe 
Phariſees were no Chriſtians , 
and therefore could not fall away 
from faith, which they never had, 
yet they did know and believe 
that Chriſt was a Teacher come 
from God ; for ſo our Saviour 
tells them, 7 Joh. 28. Ye both 
know me, 1 whence I am.They 
did not believe him as-a Saviour, 


but 


againſt the Holy Ghoſt. 9 
but as a great Prophet from God; 
(as the Mahomet.mms do at this very | 
day) they truſted to be ſaved by 
their Law, and becauſe he taught 
ſuch things as did abrogate their 
Law, in which they” fo much 
gloried, they were {o malicious 
to his Docrine , which: they did 
not believe, that they ſpoke evil 
of his Miracles which they did 
believe; leaſt the people by ap- 
proving his Miracles , ſhould be- | 
lieve his Doctrine. 

4. Obſerve, that its ſaid to be 
Blaſphemy againſt the Holy 
Ghoſt, becauſe , by the Holy 
Ghoſt, the Miracles were wrought 
Math. 12 28. 1 Cor 12. 10. 

5. The Blaſphemy againſt the 
Son of Man was, when men 
conſidered Chriſt as a mere man, 
and did diſgracefully rax his con- 


verſation, 
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ver{ation., by ſaying,: bebold::4 
glatton!, -a -bibber of Wine, 4 
triehd-to -Publicans  and- ſinners, 
Bue the' Blaſphemy. againſt; ithe 
Holy Ghoſt, was,when Men'be+ 
holding: Chriſts'-Miracles , -: did 
enyionſly aſcribe them to. the De+ 
vilwhith<hey knew and believed 
to be done by Gods power...:--: 
1:09 [Ehe [Texts : formerly; cited 
out ofthe three Evangeliſtsbeing 
all. the: places wherein the Blaſ- 
phemy. againſt the -Holy Ghoſt 
-* 4s. narned ;. we cannot find: by 
_ them, that we have any ſafe rule 
to- conclude, . that any but the 
 Scribes and Phariſees , and their 
confederates, committed that ſin. 
I-dare not ſay,that Fudas, Fulian 
the Apoſtate, or:Sinon Magny, 
or thoſe that —_ Stephen;zwere 
ISIS. .- % 06 
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. The Apoſtles have not it | 
any 'of their Fpiſtles « once” men- 
tioned this Blaſphemy , and yet 
they were: moſt careful and- fre 

went in exhortations from all 
#ts of ſin ; It were much there- 
fore'if they ſhould omit of forget 
fich'a fearful crime, without of- 
ten and preciſe admoniſhing to 
heware of- it.” And- thoagh he- 
gative proofs from! Feriprare, are 
not demonſirative,, yet the ge- 
neral ſilence 'of the Apoſtles , 
may at leaſt help to infer a pro- 
bability, that the Blaſphemy 
againſt the Holy Ghoſt ; is not 
committable by any Chriſtian ; 
which lived not in the time of 
our eaviour. As for thoſe Texts 
in the ſixth and tenth Chapter to 

the Hebrews, and in t Fobn 6, 
T (6. (which by late -Divities are 
EXPOUn= 
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12 + Of the SIN 
expounded of the ſin againſt ud 
Holy Ghoſt) I do not . find that 
the Ancient Fathers did ſo un- 
derſtand them , excepting only 
St. Auſtine , who 1o. interprets 
that one place in St. Fobn, that 
all men confeſs him to be in an 
error. There be three Texts in 
the Epiſtles , wherein how 
the Blaſphemy againſt the Holy 
Ghoſt be not named , yet, moſt 
think, it is intended and meant. 
And Bellarmine .confuting St. 
Auſtin' 5 opinion, who held, that 
final impenitency was the fin 
againſt the Holy Ghoſt ) affirms, 
that it ſeems the three Texts in 


the Epiſtles , are ſpoken of that 


ſin ;",and yet this great Cardinal 
forgetting what hehad ſaid in the 
ſame Chapter contradi&s him- 
{elt, and ſhews how that thoſe 
three _ 
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three places are not to be inter- 
preted: of that fin. Iwill cite 
the Texts , and then his inter- 
pretation.of them , according to 
the expoſition of St. Ambroſe , 
Chryſoſtom.,, Hierom, ' and other 
Fathers, as he ſaith. F 
The firſt is Heb, 6. Ir is im- 
poſlible, &-c. The Apoſtle here 
ſpeaks only of Repentance , 
which did go- before Baptiline , 
for ſo Chryjoftome and, Ambroſe , 
Orr. expound it.; which the 
Apoſtle intimates in theſe words. 
Which were| once enlightened , 
that is, Baptized, for anciently , 
to be illuminated , ſignified to 
be Baptized. Secondly, i in theſe 
words (to renew again) for we 
are properly renewed in Bap- 
tiſme. Thirdly, in theſe (cruci- 
fying th the San of God afreſh) for 


when 
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when we are Baptized , we are 
conformed to the Kkenels of his 
death, 6 Row. And as Chriſt was 
only bace crucified , ſo' alſo we 
are only once Baptized ; and he 
that / will - be again Baptized , 

ſhould again crucifie to himſelf 
Ghriſt. *' I et me add this, that 
in the verſes next before thisText, 
the Apoſtle ſpeaks of the founda- 
tion 'of -Repentance, and the 
Dofrine of Baptiſme. And in 
this Text ,/ our new Tranſlation 
followeth” Beza (who hath Vait- 
ed front the Original; by putting 
the conditional $:,"tf; inſtead of 
the Coprilarive "i "Anil, and by 
adding'the' Cauſal tt) {6 that 
whereas\ Beza and: our Tranſlati- 
on is, ſt 'profabantir ut crucifigant, 

The Greek,and vulgar Latine is; 


S mi arams Er avon, prolapft 
ſunt 


" Ps W.,W,) 


apainſt the Holy Ghoſt, 15 
ſunt cruciſigentes ; for the word 
doth not ſignify to fall away , 
but to fall caſually or negligent- 
ly, {0 megnrluug Galat 6. 1s tran(= 
lated fault , but not falling away. 

The ſecond Text is , Hebrews 
Io. 26. For if we ſin willingly 
or wilfully, after we have receiv= 
ed the knowledge of the Truth, 
there remains no more ſacrifice 
for ſin. Anſwer, ay with Chry- 
foftom , Ambroſe , and other Fa- 
thers ; The ſence is, we muſt not 
expect another Chriſt to dye for 
us , or that he that dyed once, 
ſhould come again to dye for us. 

The third [Text, 1 Fob 5. 
16. There is a ſin unto death : I 
do not ſay ye. ſhall pray for it; 
St. Hierom faith, that nothing elſe 
13 here meant , but that a Prayer 
for a {in unto death, is very hard- 


ly 


16 Ofthe SIN 
ly or difficultly heard ; and this 
{ſeems to be the trueſt ſenſe! of 
this place': 'for St. Foba faith, 
m the verſe immediately before ; j 
we know we: have the Petitions 
we deſire of him ; therefore leaſt 
we ſhould think this to hold true 
m all Petitions even for others , 
he adds , if any Man ſee his Bro- 
ther fin a fin, which 1s not unta 
death, he ſhall ask, e9vc. he ſhall 
ask, that is, let him ask with con- 
fidence, for he ſhall obtain ; but 
if it be ain unto. death , that is, 
a-great fin, ſuch an one as is not 
ordinavily pardoned , but puni- 
ſhed with death : Ido noe ſay Y, 
ye ſhall-pray for it, that is I dare 
not promife that you ſhall eaſily. 
obtain , and therefore I do not 
lay that you ſhall pray tor it,that 
is,with that confidence of obtaink 
ing 3 3 
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againſt the Holy Ghoſt. 17 
ing;for often infach caſes ; God 
doth nothear the Prayers of his 
Saints;as God ſaith, Fer. 7. x6. If 


theſe expoſitionsupon the former 
Texts be found ; the Definition 


. of the fin againſt the Holy Ghoſt, 


cannot be grounded upon all or 
any of them:for as If is not nanmte« 
ed , ſo it is not tmeant in any of 
them ; but if they ſeem to any 
to be unſound ; let him brig 
better and more aprecable to the 
literal meaning and ſence , cohe= 
rence and {cope of the Text, and 
I ſhall gladly learn. It Gent A 
probable expoſſeion of the firſt 
place, Heb. 6. that a learned Diz 
vine, who produceth this Text 
for proof of his definition of the 
ſirt againſt the Holy Ghoft, dorh 
confeſs againſt himſelf, that the 


NT in this place denieth a ſex 
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18 Of the SIN 
cond Baptiſme , where he ſpeak- | 
eth of Repentance , becauſe they 
are. mentioned together in the 
fame place , and have ſome aſh- 
nity and correſpondence. As for | 
the ſecond Text, Heb. 10. I | 
mult {ay , that if St. Paul in this 
place , ' meant the fin againſt the 
Holy Ghoſt , that then this were 
the only deſperate Text in the 
whole Bible, for what Man is 
there that ſins not willingly; for | 
| ſo the word ergo w: properly {ig- 
nifies: Beza tranſlates it ultro , 
the vulgar I atine , -olantarie, or 
willingly , not wiltully , or ob- 
ſtinately.It 1s but a miſerable ſhift, 
when St. Paul faith , if we fin | 
willingly , for Mr Calvin to tell | 
us, that the Text doth not mean 
every willing fin, but only a ma- 
Iitious reſt _ of the Truth. 
Could 


p, 
[1 
| | 
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againſt the Holy Ghoſt. 19 
Could not St. Pay',as cafily as 
Mr Calwvin, have ſaid , If we ſin 
malitiouſly , as- ſay ,. if, we fin 
willingly 2 My comfort is , that 
if the Text be adviſedly conſi- 
dered , there is no ſach thing as 
the fin againſt the Holy Ghoſt , 
or any other deſperate concluſi- I- 
on,to be found'in the Text ; the 
ſcope of the precedent verſes do 
evidently expound the Apoſtles 
meaninos to- be this/, to let the 
Fews know, that the 'cale was 
not now with: them , -as it was 
under the Law ;- for under the 
Law they had! daily ſacrifice for 
ſin , but now under the Coſpet 
they had but one facrifice,once 
for all ; every Prieſt ſtandeth dai- 
ly miniſtring and offering often 
times the ſame ſacrifice , but this 
Man after he | had: elfued one 
'- Bl3 | facrt- 
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facrifice , for ever fate down at | 
the right hand of God, as it is, | 
verſe 11. of that Chapter,which 
may ſerve for a comment upon 
the Verſe now in queſtion. And 
it is worth our noting , that the 
Text doth not fay , if we fin wil- 
fully, there is no ſacrifice for ſin; 
this had been an hard ſaying in- 
deed ; but the words are, there 
remains no more ſacrifice for fin : 
there 1s ſome comfortable diffe- | 
rence , T hope,between theſe two | 
propofitions ; there is no ſacrifice; 
and there remains no more facta- | 
fice for fin :. So that if we do not | 
believe in that one ſacrifice, as | 
fufficient , but look every day | 
for fome new ſacrifice for every | 
new fin, we muſt expett no- 

thing but judgment. | 
 Bs-pq the third place, 1 Fob. | 
p | | 5. 16, 


agamifs the Holy Ghoſt 3t 
5. 16, many! would conclude ) 
there is a fin for which we may 
not pray 3 Firſt , becauſe it js ir- 
remiffable , and this: they think 
muſt needs be the fin againſt the 
Holy Ghoſt , meant by St. fFobn, 
Their beſt argument rs » Jobn' S 
not ſaying we ſhould pray \ Ww4 
ſaying we ſhould not pray ; his 
ſilence to them 1s | prohibition. 
This 1s bad Grammar, and worſe 
T ogick.., For we find, that Fr. 
Stephen prayed for thein that ſto- 
ned him, and yet told'them they 
reliſted the Holy Ghoſt: © And* 
St. Peter exhotted Simon ' Magus 
to Repentance, and yet both he, 
and thofe that ſtoned Stephen , | 
are commonly. repyred f1 nners 
againſt the Holy Ghoſt. Sr. 4n;- 
broje i is of that charitable opinion, 
that he rhinks the fin againft the 
B 4 Holy 


22 Of the SIN 
Holy Ghoſt may be pardoned by 
Repentance , becauſe the people 
of the Fews , that had faid of 
Chriſt, that he caſt out Devils by 
Belzebub,afterwards at the preach- 
ing of St, Peter, are {aid to be 
converted, Ads 2. St. Auſtine 
in a Retrad concludes, we muſt 
deſpair of no Man , no not of 
the wickedeſt;as long as he liveth; 
and we ſafely pray for him, of 
whom we don't deſpair. For 
though it be expreſly {aid , That | 
the Blaſphemy againſt the Holy 
Ghoſt ſhall not be forgiven , yet 
theſe words may juſtly receive a 
qualtfication , if we will but al- 
Jaw the ſame mitigation of theſe 
words , which all Men confeſs we 
muſt needs allow to the precedent 
words jn the ſame verſe, to 
which theſe have relation ; where. 
| [6 
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againſt the Holy Ghoſt. 23 
it 15 ſaid generally, all Sins , and 
all Blaſphemies ſhall be forgiven, 
it cannot be meant of all ſins al- 
ways, and to all Men, for then 
no ſin could: be dimnable , but 
the fin againſt the Holy Ghoſt , 
which is moſt falſe ;. and there- 
fore the meaning laſt be, all 
ſins ſhall be forgiven ordinarily , 
and for the moſt part ; ſo on the 
contrary , Blaſphemy againſt the 
Holy Ghoſt ſhall not ordinarily, 
but hardly be forgiven. - Even 
thoſe who aremoſt ſtrift to main- 
tain the Sin againſt the Holy 
Ghoſt , to be unpardonable, will 
yet acknowledse, that ſome times 
in Scripture, Impoſlibility is nſed 
to note a difficulty, and a 
things are ſpoken indefinitely 
all , which belong. but to a oe 
only, Thus the <fbcaley of a 


rich 


avid 
: NE more 
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rich Mans entering into the King- 
dome of Heaven , ts preſented 
to us by our Saviour, under 
the {imilitude of an impoſſibility. 
_ Having diſpatch'd theſe Texts 
of Scripture which do either 
name, or are thought to con- 
cern , the fin againſt the Holy 
Ghoſt, it remains to examine 
thoſe common Definitions of this 
fin which are now current; 
th different in the terms by 
which they define it ; ſome call 
It a total or final falling away 
from faith, or a wilful Apoſtacy, 
or a malicious reſiſting of the 
truth ; yet when they come to 
explain their meaning , the dif- 
ference among them 1s not confi- 
derable. I ſhall chiefly apply 
my ſelf to Mr Calwin's definition, 


becanſe his judgment hath gain- 
ed 


apainſt the Holz Ghoſt. 25 

ed the greateſt reputation among 
the multicude; as alſo, for that he 
himſelf promiſes {uch a true defi- 
nition, as ſhall eaſily, by it ſelf 
overthrow all the | reſt. In his 
Toftitut. Lib. 2. Chap. 3. be faith, 
they ſin againſt the Holy Ghoſt , 
Qu: diving weritats (cnjus ſulgors 
fic perſiringuntur ut iguorantian 
cau/ari nequenat ) tamen. deflinata 
malitia reſiftunt , in boc tantam , 
ut reſiſtant. Arminius alſo uſeth 
Mr Calvins words. 'The Rhe- 
torical Parentheſis , which might 
well have been ſpared 1 m a defi- 
nition , being rednced 'to .plain 
and brief. terms ; this definition 
of Calvin may be thus'Engliſhed, 
They 1in againſt the Holy Ghoſt, 
who of determined malice, refiſt 
the known Truth of God, to 
the end only| to reſiſt. . In this 
Mr 
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Mr Celviz doth not define what 
the fin 1s, but who they are that 
commit it ; whereas by the Rules 
of I ogick, Concretes admit of no 
definition, but only Atftra5&.. 
Bur taking the definition as 1t 
is, it conſiſts principally upon 
theſe three terms. Firſt, Truthz 
Secondly, Known; Thirdly,Re- 
liſted;or a reſiſting of the known 
Truth. The words being gene- 
ral and doubtful we will conſt- 
der them ſingly. 

Firſt, If 44 the _ "of Calls 
&in underſtands the Word of 
God, or the whole Doctrine re- 
vealed in the Scriptures, then the 
ſenſe of this Term will be too 
large: for even+ the Phariſees 
which ſpoke againſt the Holy 
Ghoſt, did not reſiſt the whole 


Truth. of God in the Scripture , 
ſor. 
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for they believed in the Law of 
Moſes, and had confidence to be 
ſaved by the keeping of it. And 
in defence of: that Law, (as they 
thought ) they did Blaſpheme 
the Holy Ghoſt. Therefore pro- 
perly by the Truth of God, Mr 
Calvin muſt confine his meaning 
to the Truth of the Goſpel or 
Do@rine of Faith', for ſo both 
he himſelf and others expound 
themſelves, by terming the fin 
againſt the Holy Ghoſt;a falling 
away, or turning away from 
Faith, or Apoſtacy, 

Secondly,By this word Known, 
Mr Calvin miſt mean belief, for 
Faith is properly by believing , 
not knowing the tiuth. 

Thirdly, The Word, Reſiſt- 
ing, muſt mean unbelieving : for 


1f receiving of the Truth be by 
be- 


28 Of the STN 


belief, then Reſiſting of the 
Truth muſt bely unbelief. And 
indeed Mr. "19-he explains him- 
{elf in the ſame Chapter , ſay- 
ing, there is no place for pardon 
where knowledge is joyned with 
unbelief, Non efſe venie locum , 
Ec. So then by this definution, 
to reſiſt the WW Truth, is all 
one, as ff Mr Calvin had ſaid in 
| Proper terms, for a Man at once 
to unbeleve that which he doth 
believe ; which two things it 1s 
unpoſſible to do together ? and 
if they be not together, there 
can be no reſiſtance. Tt 1s true, 
that for ſome reaſons, a Man' 
may be brought, not to believe 
= which he formerly believed. 
.Fhts cannotbe in an mſtant, but 
lucceflively unbeltef comes in 
the place of belief, And this 
Viz | may 
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may not be called a reſiſting, for 
that all refiſtance conſiſts in a 
violence between two at the 
leaſt; but where two ſucceed 
one another , and are never to- 
gether, it cannot poſlibly be. I 
confeſs a Man may refit the 
Truth , when it | is a Truth, 
in it ſelf only, or in the 
underſtanding of fome 'other 3 
but- to refift the Truth which is 
known, and believed by the re- 
ſifter himſelf, 1s a direct contra- 
diction; for the nature of Truth 
is ſuch, that if the underſtand- 
1ng apprehend it for Trath , it 
cannot but affent unto it. No 
Man can force himſelf to believe 
what .he liſts, or when be liſts. 
Sometimes a Man knows not 
what to believe, but finds a ſuf- 

penſion of his Faith , or trepida- 
| tion 
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tion of his underſtanding , not 
knowing which way to turn. 
This cannot be called a reſiſting 
of the Truth , when the Truth- 
is not - known , but doubted of. 
Again , ſome Truths there be , 
though they be aſlented to by 
the underſtanding for Truths , 
yet they are not defired as good; 
for truth is one degree nearer the 
Soul of Man than goodneſs. The 
Phariſees did apprehend the Mi- 
racles of our Saviour as true, but 
not as good ; becauſe they ten- 
ded to the derogation of their 
E aw, which they eſteemed a bet= 
ter Truth.” And for this cauſe , 
they Blaſphemed that Truth, 
which in ot hearts they belies 
ved for Truth. For the truth 
of words, or ſpeech, is, (as the 
Schools ay) nothing elſe but the 
ſign 
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ſign of truth , not truth it ſelf; 
for truth it ſelf is ſeated in the 
underſtanding, and not in the 
ſpeech. That Truth which the 
underſtanding aflents to , the 
ſpeech may affirm to be falſe ; 
there are many things believed 
in deed, which are denied in 
word : but ſach a denial is not 
reſiſting, but only making ſhew 
of refiing,the Truth ; for re- 
ſiſtance muſt be in the ſame place 
where Truth 1s ; Truth being 
ſeated in the underſtanding, re- 
ſiſtance muſt be placed there al- 
ſo ; the underſtanding can reſiſt 
no Truth, but |by unbelieving of 
it. If Mr Calvm had intended 
of the Truth only in word , he 
had come one ſtep nearer to the 
Truth of feripture , but he was 
not ſo happy in => expreſſion of 


his 
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his meaning : nay his terms of 
Incredulity Apoltacy , falling 
away , ©. relate to a real, not 


verbal , Apoſtacy |, and Un- 


belief. kt remains how to my un- 


derſtanding, that Mr Calwm 
makes the reſiſtance of the Truth 
to be a not believing of what we 
do believe ; which being a . COn- 
tradition, he defines the Sin 
againſt the Holy Ghoſt , to | be 
ſuch a Sin, as no Man poſſibly 
can commit. And yet in the 
other extream, 1n expounding 
his own definition, he makes it 
ſuch a <in, as no Man living bac 
commits. for by his DoQrine , 
(as T take it) any Sin may be'the 
Sin againſt the Holy Ghoſt. His 
words are theſe , Quorum conwi- 

Ca eſt conſcientia yerbum Dei eſſe 
os repudiant CO impugnant, ins 
pugyare 
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pugnare tamen won (/ jtant, alli 
in ſpiritum blaſphemari dicuntur, 
What Man is there that doth not 
daily,in fome Point or other, for- 
fake the word of Ged , and cea- 
ſes not to. impugne -it, and is 
convinced thereof in his Con- 
{ſcience : I know Mr Calvin was 
| far from thinking, that St. Pan, 
" MW did Sin againſt the Holy Ghoſt, 

and yet S'. Poul it ſeems was 
convinced in his Conlcience, that 
) Wit was the Word bf God he 
4 fought againſt, and yet ceaſed 
5 WW not to fight againſt it , when he 
CW faith , he delighted in the Law 
of God , Yet another [ aw war- 
> W ring againſt the Law of his mind, 

brought him into Captivity of 
* Bf the Law of Sin. What dange- 
-  9us conſequences - weak Con- 
ſciences may draw to themſelves, 
| C 2 out 
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out of this unbridled, unlimited 
propoſition of Mr Calvrms , let 
others judge. There is a juſt cauſe 
I preſume to except againſt Mr 
Calwer 5 and all others 5 who in 
this concurr with him, to omit;the 
term of Blaſphemy in their de- 
finitions ; for this is perpetually 
obſerved by our Saviour in his 
ſpeech concerning this Sin , | by 
the Evangeliſts with one conſent: 
but inſtead of the word Blaſphe- 
my , he hath brought in the 
word, refiſt, for a Genus of 
this Sin ; but by what Authority 
I know not ; I cannot find it, or 
the equivalent to it , in any of 
theſe places, which are thought 
to touch this Sin TI find only 
falling away mentioned, H-b. 6. 
which phraſe is uſed by Mr Ca!- 
vin, for reliſting ; whereas fal- 


ling 
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ling away, and reſiſting , are no 
more alike,than fighting and run- 
ing away , which are little lels 
than contraries. The laſt point 
I ſhall touch in Mr Calvins de- 
finition, is, where he faith, the 
Sinners againſt the Holy Ghoſt 
reſiſt , to the end only that they 
may reſiſt; and yet withall he 
tells, they reſiſt out of a deter- 
minate malice. If fhey reſiſt out 
of malice, then the end for 
which they reſiſt, 1s for the ſatil- 
faction of their malice. The 
Phariſees here condemned by 
our Saviour , had an other end 
than bare reſiſting. The defence 
of the I aw of Moſes, was the 
end for which they /Blafphemed , 
and not any pleaſure they could 
have in the bare and ſimple a&t of 
reliſtance, We find three old 


opint- 
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opinions, concerning the Sin 
againſt the Holy Ghoſt, but they 
were Ilong ſince exploded ;: I 
will but only name them. Ori- 
gen thought, - all Sins committed 
after Baptiſme, were Sins againſt 
the Holy Ghoſt : his reaſon was 


only a witleſs conceit of his own, 


That' God the Father was 1n all. 


things, the Son only in all rea- 
ſonable Creatures, the Holy 
Ghoſt in all regenerate Men. 
Therefore when Men Sin againſt 
the Divine Perſon , which is in 
them , if they be Heathen , they 
Sin againſ{tGod the Father,or Son; 
if they be Chriſtians, they Sin 
againſt God the Holy Goſt; bue 
this opinion 1s falſe. The Nowatian 
blereticks agreed with Origen in 
opinion ,, for they denied remi{- 


ſion of Sins toany that fell,think- 
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ing all falls of Chriſtians to be 
Sins againſt the Holy Ghoſt; but 
this opinion is falſe ; elſe all Sing 
were unpardonable'to Chriſtians. 
Yet we find S!, Pau!,to remit the 
Sins-of the inceſtuons Corinthzan. 

Our Saviour alſo chargeth the 
Phariſees with'this, who were no 
Chriſtians. Sr. 4uſtin thought final 
impenitency to be the Sin againſt 
the Holy Ghoſt ; but'final impe- 
nitency is no Blaſpheriy,but only 
a general circumſtance, that may 
accompany any Sin i befides,our 
Saviour intends, that this Sin may 
be foundiin this life,,, And the 
Phariſees were| alive when they 
were accuſed of it. Pet. Lumbard, 
and Tho. Aquinas,thought Sins of 
Malice,to be Sins againſt the Ho- 
ly Ghoſt, /atid Sins of infirmity 
apainſt the Father,and Sins of ig- 
n | __Norance 
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norance againſt the Son. This opi- 
nion is falſe , becauſe the Sin a- 
gainſt the Holy Ghoſt,muſt be a 
Sin of ſome certain Blaſphemy , 
but malice 1s no certain Sin, .but 
a General, and tis not always a ' 
Blaſphemy. 

The ſix differences the School- 
men make of the Sin againſt the 
Holy Ghoſt, are theſe ; 

" Envy! ing of our Brothers 
Graces; 2. Impugning of the 
Known Truth; 3. Deſperation 3 
4. Obſtinacy ; 5. Preſumption 

6. Final Impenttency 
In this | 6-004 lh of the 
point of Blaſphemy againſt the 
Holy Ghoſt,and the inquiry made 
into Mr Calunis and others.new 
definition ;. I hope I -have deli- 
yered nothing contrary to the Ar 
ticles of the Church of England, | 

E.IN T S. : 


